
WASHINGTON
the impeachment trial

Close of Testimony oil Both
Sides.

Adjournment of the Court Until
Wednesday.

The Bill for the Protection of American Citizens
Abroad Pained in the House.

THE IMPEACHMENT.
9im TELEGRAM TO THE HERALD.

Washington, April 20, 180h.
.-e clodpg of the testimony for both bides is a

Abject of universal congratulation, and the prospoetsof a now speedy termination of- the impeachmenttrial 1m received by both radicals and democratewith equal anticipations of triumph. During
to-day's proceedings Manager Butler took occasion
to display his cloven foot in a specks of browbeating
which he attempted to practice upon the Chiel
Justice, the latter having ordered Duller to submit a

question in writing, which request was received by a
rode reply. B>th tbe Managers, Boutweil and Bingham,and the counsel, Evarte and Stanbery, are now

hastty at work upon their arguments. Mr. Boutweil
kM very nearly completed his speech. It will require
at least the whole of Wednesday for Mr. Boutweil to
dtapose of his effort for the benefit of the High
Ooart.
Before the final argument Is commenced another

attempt will be made to allow those of the Managers
and counsel who are debarred from speaking by the
pentatency of the Senate In adhering to the twentyBratrule to file the arguments which they have preparedIn advance, to form a sort of appendix to the
official report after trial. General Logan has an

elaborate argument finished, covering the whole
groand of the controversy and making flfty-ilve
printed pages. Thad Stevens has also a lucubration
which he is anxious to get in in some shape.

r
SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE OF THE HERALD.

The Jfsdfmnit of the Heniue In Impeachment
Ceiee What It Mean .Removal Not Ne>
eeeeerlly the Result mf Conviction.A New
Point StftrdlnR the Power of Appcnl.
Cu the Hapreiue Court Review ImpeachmentCnaeof

Washington, April 20,18«i.
son rs*oyal necessarily follow conviction?

Ill my despatches last night I alluded briefly to a
point that is being much discussed at the present
moment, to wit, the power of the Senators, sitting
M a Court of Impeachment, to convict the President
of the charges preferred against hlin without
hUMcting the penalty of removal and disqnaliieatlonto hold officc in future. A good
AM) is said on both sides of the question,
Mme holding that the penalty necessarily follows
conviction, and others that the two are entirely distinctand left wholly to the discretion of the Seuatore.The only thiug in the constitution bearing
open the point is to be found* In the seventh
clause of the third section, article one, which reads
as follows:.
Judgment in cases of impeachment shall not extendfarther than to removal from otllce und disqualificationto hold and enjoy any office of honor,

trust or profit nnder the United States; but the party
convlctted shall, nevertheless, he liable and subject to
Indictment, trial, Judgment and punishment accordtagto law.
The meaning of the language of this clause

seems plain and simple. It merely prescribes how
great the punishment may be, limiting it to a certain
penalty, as removal from office and future disquallfl-
cation, without declaring that such penalty must
fee Inflicted m the necessary sequence of conviction.
Under tUte common sense reading 01 the clause it Is
patent that the Senate is at liberty to tlx any degree
of punishment short of removal and disqualification,and can In its discretion, after finding the accusedguilty, either merely reprimand or censure him
r remove him from office, with or without future
disqualification.
Is this view of the case removal is not at all a certainresult of conviction, though, of course, the

probability of conviction without inflicting the
penalty is rather dubious. The radicals could not
gain anything by adopting such a plan, while they
wnnM be sure to lose a great deal, inasmuch as they
would leave the convicted President still in power to

laogh at their lame and impotent conclusion, and It
woold give the impression that the great party which
ha* made Impeachment Its battle cry and expended
upon It so much thunder, feared, when put to the
aireot teat, to oairry out their own policy. The Idea,
therefore, that conviction without removal is among
thina* probable may be dismissed without further
consideration.
There ta a plan, however, that might be adopted

with safety by the radicals, supposing them to be
oenvinoed that the President has not committed
atom meriting removal from office, and that to In
ttet the penalty under such circumstances would b<
raftneoi to their party. I briefly alluded to this plan
la my despatches last evening. It Is this:.Lei
them hold a meetlua amouc themselves and resolve
to Mte unanimously for acquittal. Let not a ulnclc
radical Senator «how that In thin trial he Is Influenced
by parttaun prejudice or by any other motive lncou
Meat with the solemn oath he ku taker

to oonalder the caee fairly and Impartially. The effect
f auch a show of unanimity would be aura to have i
ImiIM effect. It wonld elevate them In the estlm*

mm of toe people generally, an well as or their own
oMttmenta, and gain them more solid and laetlnn

praliw than tkey could hope to achieve by the ruen
transitory triumph of their party. It would have an
air «T freat magnanimity. Hesldes tt. would be doing
a great benefit to themselves. ax If wonld nave them
firon toe disgrace of committing the monstron*
crime of convicting an Innocent mau and condemn'
tag lilm to political death forever. Senator*, Indeed,
weald thn* be acquitting themselves and uot thr
President of the United Htate*, whov onlv crime has
been »he constmotion of a law In accordance with
hie convictions of the meaning of the constitution.
48 Till .OKIOH or Til* IMrRACIIMIMT COl*M

NRCRSKARII.T FIN A I. T
Hie popular answer to this question would seem

to be meldedlv in the amrmaUve; but there Is a Mttle
Mint Involved In the pending case of the trial of
PiMhlent Johnson that would seem to leave the questianIn considerable doubt. In ordinary Impeach'meal ca*ea, where the l»re«l<lent or Vice
President la not on trial, perhaps the Judgmentof toe Henate Is and should be final. Bnt what Is the
tale of facts in the present case* The controvert

la between two coordinate branches of the governant.thelegislative and the Executive. The leglslaftlvebranch, construing the constitution for Itseir,
pa.el a oertaln art, which by the very fact th»y as
ainedtobe constitutional. The Executive, whlcli
M sworn to emorcn mc mnnrnnon ano law*, conetruwlthe * t In question to he nncon*Miutlona
and acted accordantly, It 1s iMnmeil, In removing
8tan ton from office Here then, I* the whole rn«t m
lew words.a difference In the construction of a

by two co-ordlnaie branches of the government, fro
which difference one branch Is placed irpon trial by tb«
otlier. the llon«e of Representatives, a part of the
legislative branch, has become the prosecutor, an»1
*ne Henate of the United another part of the
same branch, has become the Judges and Jurors oi
the lav and the facts. Roth the House and th<
H.au are necessarily Interested parties In the
MMt, Inasmuch as t her passed the law, about th<
constitutionality of which there la a difference ol
pinion.
The constitution aaya the Senate shall hare Mm

fower to try ail Impeachments, but It doei
Mt 4*y that the decision in such caae maynot he reviewed by the third oo-ordtwiu> brand;
of the government, anon which Is Conferred the en
tin Judicial power, which Is made the grand oentit

^** ,tmtl r Judicial powers radiate art
!? * "HMt bo subordinate. Now, suppose** *Wa rarf caae that the President should be re
moved from office and disqualified. Suppose thai
bama or afterwards tne constitutionality of th»
OKI Tenure at omce bill la passed upon by th<
Sapreme Court, and U*t the decision is agalnat th.
Representatives and «enatorn-w«;| it bewmtendeo
that the Judgment of the Impeachment Court li

ta be attained, M(, .̂
tm ha punished for being of the aam«

Judicial tribunal of tM
UNI Will It he sakl that Andrew Johnson deposedMl have no redreaa, aad that thave to no me«as hiw3aft urn ease may be bronght toUe Supreme Gouii
se aauadkatwor it tfcii to N» Itoa we have tM

MU)W, Y

anomaly ta oar political nrstem of a person punbtliedfor an act which the highest judicial authority
decides not only not to be a crime, but to be in strict
confoaralty w itii oar constitution. Congress enact*
that It shall be a misdemeanor to remove certain
persona from office; the President disregards the
enactment; Congress impeaches and removes him ;
the Supreme Court subsequently decides that the
deed declared to be a misdemeanor by Congress is
not In point of fact a misdemeanor, and that Conigress had no right to declare it so. Is it to be supposedthat under these circumstances, viewing the
great exigency of the case, the Supreme Court would
refuse to take cognizance of an application made by
the deposed Executive for a review of the judgment
of toe Impeachment court t Common sense and justicewould seem to demand imperatively that the
court should hear such an application and decide It
on its merits. Because the senate has the sole
power to try impeachment crises Is no reason
why their judgment shoul l not be reviewed
when the question involved is whether a law Is constitutionalor the reverse, and whei her the President
ought to have enforced It or not. To believe otherwisewould clearly to believe that Congress absorbs
both the legislative and judicial poweis of the
country.a belief inconsistent with the spirit anil letterof the constitution.

The Iinpenebment TrliiI.Confession «ra RadicalSheet.
[From the Springfield Republican (radical) April 20.]
Many of the reports ami despatches from Washingtonthrow doubt upon the result of the Senate's vote

ou the convlcuou of the President. But our
private advice* sustain the lodgment we have
all along expressed, that conviction is inevitable,
and I will follow not so much, from a feeling
of the President1* technical guilt or iniutan.r
on this or that charge, as from the feeling that it is
a necessity of the political condition of the country,
and earned by its victim bv his interference with the
legislative branch of the government and his trilling
with the public peace. We are assured that no more
than three republican Senatore are likely, under any
circumstances, to vote for the President. These are
Grimes, of Iowa; Vau Winkle, of West Virginia, and
Fowler, of Tennessee. The withdrawal of thesa
from the republican vote against the President still
leaves it several in excess of the number necessary to
a conviction. Ihe present week will undoubtedly
wmicum ine coiiciuHiou 01 ine wnoie muuer.ine ue-
potwi of unc President auil (he institution of another
in his place.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COURT.
Nineteenth Day.

Washington, April 20,18d«.
The court wan opened tn due form at eleven o'clock.

All the Managers were present.
In response u> an Inquiry from the Chief Jcstick,
Mr. Ci'ktik stated that the counsel for the President

considered their evidence as closed.
Mr. Binouam said the Managers might desire to

place on the stand one or two witnesses who had
been subptunaed early in the trial, but who had not

appeared hitherto.
The Chief Justice was understood to say It

would be proper to lirai obtain an order from the
Senate.
Mr. Bing'Tiam.I wish It to be understood that I

desire to consult nay associates about It first.' Bo far
as the order is concerned, I take it for granted that
the suggestion made at the time that the evidence
was closed on the part of the Managers, that it would
be competent for us, without further order, If those
M ifnesses should appear, to Introduce them on the
annul. 1m suitlcient. Itceiiuse the Senate will recollect.

although I have not myself referred to the journal,
that It was stated by my associate Manager (Mr. Butler),in the hearing of the Senate, that we considered
our case closed, reserving, however, the right of callingsome other witnesses or offering some documentarytestimony that might be obtained afterwards.
Senator Johnson.I am not snre that I heard correctlythe honorable Manager. I rise merely for the

purpose of inquiring whether the Managers desire to
have the privilege of offering any evidence after the
argument begins.
Mr. Rincham.As at present advised, although on

that subject, as is donbtless known to the honorable
Senator, though 1 am prepared to say that It has
happened in this country.I atn sure that it did In
the case of Justice Chase.such orders have been
made, 1 ain not aware that the Managers have any
desire of that sort, I wish it to be understood by the
Senate that there are one or two witnesses who are
important on the part of the Managers who were
early subpoenaed on this trial, and although we have
notjoeen able yet to find them, we have been advised
that they have been In the capital for the last forty

eighthours.
Senator Ytw <Mqteated the inquiry wtiether the

Managers intended to offer testimony after the argumentwas commenced.
Mr. Binoham.Aa at present advised we have no

purpose of the sort. We do not know what may occurIn the progress of the trial.
Mr. Bt'tler, having come Into the chamber, put in

evidence from the Journal of Congress of 1774 and
1775 (the flrst Congress) the commission Issued to
General Washington as commander-in-ciuer or rue
armies of the (Jutfld Colonics, directing him, among
other things, to observe and follow such directions us
he should from time to time receive from
that Congress.the commission to continue in
force until revoked by that or a futare Congress.Mr. flntlcr said that the point on
which he offered It was to show that that was the
ouly form of commission ever prescribed by law In
tills country to a military oflloer, and that the com-
mission was to be held during the pleasure of Con-
grww, Instead of, as hits since been Inserted In commissions,during the pleasure of the President. Mr.
Butler then offered In evidence a letter from the
Treasury Department to show the practice of the
government as to appointing officers during a recess
of the Senate. He said it waa one of a series of
letters which bad not been brought to the attention
of the Senate In the schedule already pnt in evidence.
Mr. Ev arts asked Mr. Bntler whether he consideredthat letter aa referring to any point which

counsel for the 1'realdent had made either In argumentor in evidence, or whether he regarded It
simply aa the expression of an opinion on trie part of
a Secretary of the Treasury T It was simply an Immaterialpiece of evidence, and he did not consider it
worth while to discuss it.
Mr. BtTLiR.1 aak whether yon object to It f
Mr. Kvarts.We do not.
Mr. Btm.tr.Very well.
Mr. Brn.n then pnt In eTldenc* the letter which

Is dated "Treasury Department, August 23, IMS,"
signed by James Guthrie, (Secretary or the Treasury,
acknowledging the receipt of a letter recommendingsomebody Tor surveyor of some district In South
Carolina, and stating that the office not having l>ecn
filled before the adjournment of the Senate, It mn.nt
necessarily remain vacant until the next session, but
the recommendation of the writer would receive the
respectful consideration of the President. Mr. Butlerthen stated that the Postmaster General had not
brought to him, until this moment, the papers which
he had called for last Saturday, and he asked some
moments to examine them.

postma.strr oknrrai ranhaix rrcai.lkd.
After ft short Interval of time Postmaster General

Randall was again called to the stand and crossexaminedby Mr. Bctlsr as follows:.
y. Have you a copy of the Indictment against FosterBlodgett on file in your office* A. Ves.
y. When was it roller A. I cannot t«ll you: I

suppose about the time the ordinal copy was filed,
y. Have you produced It here f A. Jio.'slr.
Q. What did you do with it? A. It is In the

ofTce.
y. Is the copy of it here? A. Yes.
y. Prom where does it comc f A. From the TreasuryDepartment.
y. Why did you not produce the copy from your

own officer A. Because that would not prove
an. thing; I could not certify that It was a true copy
VtlllHMH llttVllltf IIIU UKKiuni.

V* Haw yon original f A. I understand It In
here.

o. Where* A. With <ome committee. Tlie letter
of Mr. McCulloch explains that,

Mr. Bitlbr.The letter of Mr. McCullorh exploins
bout the tiopkloa caae, which I do not want to gor Into.
Witness.Copies of the Indictment* In the two

> case* are fastened together, ana the original* are
there, a* I nnder«tanl.

t Mr. Bittlrh then proceeded to read a ropy of the
Inillrtrnent found against Foster Blodgett at the

' November term, 1««7. of the United States District
Court for the Southern DWrtrt of Georgia. it re.
cites that" on the 27th da? of July,* lace, Foster
Biodgett waa appointed by the President of the
United State* to the otricc of Postmaster of Angnsta,

i <Ja.: that after said appointment, and before entering
npon the dntlea of the otllre, end before tielng

1 entitled t*> any aalary or emolument* thereof, he
was requireM by law to t;ike and subaenbe an
<> iih. which Ik set forth tn the indictment, t<> t lie effort
that he had never borne arm* iigalnst the United
Htatea or given aid or encouragement to the enemies
of the I'nited States, und he took that oath before a
magistrate, on the 5th of September, U«6; whereon,
In truth and In fact, he had voluntarily iKirne arms
against the United states and had given aid and enconragement to Its enemies, and M.id accepted and
held the office of captain In an artillery company, and
that, therefore, Foster Biodgett was gnllty of wtlfal
and corropt perjury, contrary to the statute," Ac.

r The crus»-«xamin*tion or Mr. Kandau wu resnmed.
Mr. Brrr.KB.On the notice which row have pot In

being sent to Mr. Blodgett, dl<1 he retain an answer,
and in this paper the answer or a copy of itt A.
These are copies of the papers <>o die: I can only swear
to them as such copies; I believe it la a copy of tils
answer.
u. The notice of hi* suspension waa dated the 3d

of January ? A. Yea, air, I think so.
Q. On the loth he returned tliia answer f A. Tea,

sir.
Mr. Btrrum.I propone to oflfer It In evidence.
Mr. Ktasts objected.He aald that the coamel for

the President had pat In evidence nothing bat the
official action of the Pout Office Department In the
sn*pension of Mr. Blodgett, and that only la answer
to an oral atatemeat concerning It which Mr. Blodgetthad himself rive*. Mow the Manager beooght
in the indictment, and Bavins got that in he claimed
the right to repel It He (Mr. Rvarta) submitted to
the Senate that the proof wan Irrelevant.
Mr. Btnxau.Mr. neMMMfee ease itaadi thoa-.

Mr. Foster Blodgett, who La Mayor afthe cKy of An-
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gusto. appointed by General Pope, and was a ment
ber or the Constitutional Convention of Georgia
Mr. (Tim, taterroptlng.What does Uie Manager

propone?
Mr. Butler.I am proposing to pot In evidence,

and am slating the ease. He wan a member, 1 say,
of the Constitutional Convention and an active Onion
man.

l'he Chief Justice, interrupting.The honorable
Manager will please Reduce to writing what he proposesto prove.
Mr. Bitler. I will after I state the grounds of it.
The Chikp Justice required the offer of proof to be

reduced to writing before argument, lie said that
the Managers mast state the nature of the evidence
which they propose to offer, and the Senate wouis
then pass upon the question whether it desired to
hear that class of evidence.
senator Johnson * (to Mr. Butler).Does the

Manager propose to offer that paper in evidence?
Mr. Butler. 1 do.
Seuator Johnson.Nothing else ?
Mr. Butler assented, ana said.This is the first

time in this trial that any counsel has been stopped.
It seems, Mr. President, that the same rule should be
applied to-day as yesterday.
The Chief Justice.Tho honorable Manager apnenrsto t)iiirhlpnii«tliwtnhi> nmkinir a Htuteiiirnt of

matters which are not In proof.and of which the Senate
has, as yet, heard nothing. The Manager states that
he Intends to put them In evidence. The Chief Justice,therefore, requests that the natnro of the evl-
dencc which the Manager proposes to put before the
Senate shall l>e reduced to writing as the ordinary
offers of proof^iavo been, and then the Senate will
Judge whether It will receive that class of evidence
or not.

Sir. BtrrLER.I am trying to state thnt this was a
part of the record produced l>y the counsel for the
('resident, and I have a right to say thPt this Is the
llrst time that auyoouusel has been interrupted in
this way.
The Chief JrsTit'K.Does the honorable Manager

decline to pat his statements In writing?
Mr. Bitlek.I am not declining to put the state-

mem in wrirtng. i
The Chief Justice.Then the honorable Manager

will have the goodness to put It in writing.
Mr. Butler.1 will do it, If I can take sufficient

time.
The Chief Jewries.Yen, sir.
After some time spent in fixing the form of the

offer, Mr. Hitler read It as follow*."We offer to
show that Foster Blodgett, Mayor of the city of Augusta,ua., appointed by General Tope a member
or the Constitutional Convention of Georgia,
being, because of his lo>alty, obnoxious to some
person of the citizens lately in rebellion against the
United States, by the testimony of such citizens wan
indicted ; that said indictment was sent to tho PostmasterGeneral, and that thereupon, without authorityof law, he (the Postmaster General) suspend0d
said Blodgett from office without any other complaint
against him and without any hearing, and did not
send to the Senate the report of hie suspension, the
office being one within the appointment of the Presidentwith the advice and consent of the Senate.
This proof in part by the answer of Blodgett to the
Postmaster General being a portion of the papers on
lile in the Post Office Department, on which the actionof the Postmaster General was taken, a portion
of which has been put In evidence by the counsel for
the President, Is to show that Mr. Blodgett has always
l>een friendly and loyal to the United States government."
Mr. Evabth.We object to the evidence, as beingforeign and alien to the case. Foster Blodgett, and

the evidence concerning him, were produced on the
part of the Managers, and on their part the evidence
was confined to bis oral testimony that he had receiveda certain commission nnder which he held the
office of Postmaster In Angusta; that he had Itecn
suspended from office by the Executive of the United
States, and there was a superadded conclusion that
his case had not been sent to the Senate. In taking
up the case the defence offered nothing but the officialaction of the Post Office Department, coupledwith evidence of the head of the department
that this was his own act without the previous
notice to, or sulsequent direction of, the Presidentof the United States. It appears that the
ground of the action was the indictment against Mr.
Blodgett. The complaint was made last Suiurday
that the Indictment had not been produced. The
Managers having now procured it have put It iu evidence,and they now propose to put In evidence Mr.
Blodgett's answer to that Indictment or (o the accusationmade before the Postmaster General.
Mr. Butler.His answer to the Postmaster Geneial'anotice, not to the Indictment.
Mr. Evakts.His answer to the denization and the

evidence concerning the accusation as placed before
the Postmaster (iencral, I understand.
Mr. BrTLEK.J?ot his answer to the indictment f
Mr. Evarts.His answer to the Indictment, so far

as it was the accusation before the Postmaster General.1 understood you to say so. To prove that he
was friendly to the United States and that, he alwayshad becu, notwithstanding he had been a captain In
t he rebel army, the honorable Manager states that that
paper is a part of the evidence to sustain Mr. Blodgett'sloyalty and to defeat the accusation against
nun. Part of It is a letter written by him ten dove
after his removal, and the honorable Manager states
to you that that letter Is a part of the papers on
which the Postmaster General acted In suspending
him irom office. How that can be, tn the nature of
things, it is difficult for me to nee. Now, the honorablecourt can see that this is not evidence Introducedby ns In disparagement of Foster Blodgett. It
is evidence Introduced by us to show the action of
the Post Office Department In his removal, which
removal the Managers have put In by oral testimony,
and under cover of that the learned Manager (Mr.
Butler) first asks the introduction of the accusation
against Blodgett and then asks to refute It. If this
evidence be rightfully put In on their part, we, of
course, will meet it on ours, and we will have an
Interesting excursion from toe impeachment trial or
the President to the trial of Mr. Blodgett on the questionof loyalty. I am Instructed to Bay there In a
witness in the city who can testify that lie wan a captainIn the rebel army, and we are ready to go on
«gth that proof If It Is deemed advisable.
Mr. Bursas.Mr. President and Senators,! think now
that It will not be out of any order made either to-day
or yesterday or the day before, for uie to state the
(rounds on which I oflfer this evidence. Mr. Blodgett
was called here to show that without his case ltelng
sent to the Senate he had been suspended by the
President of the United States, as he supposed, and
we supposed, on the 3d day of January 1808, without
any violation of his duty, so far as his omrtal duties
were concerned, and without any justification or
conviction of any crime ; and that a man was placed
In the office as special agent, with the same
salary, and a little more, so that It amounts
to a removal and putting another man In office.
Mr. Itlodgett teatitled that up to the time that he testifiedhe had not any knowledge that hie ease was
Itefore the Senate, and he could get no redress. We
thought that on the proposition that the President
desired to obey the law, except where he wanted to
make a case to test the constitutionality of It, this
was qui e pertinent evidcncc. The President put
forward broadly In his answer that he was exceedinglydesirous to obey the laws, especially the Civil
Teunre act, except where he wanted to make a case
to decide its constitutionality. These facts were pat
in. and these facta were not In dispute. Tli«y call
Mr. Postmaster General Randall on the stand; he
produces and tbey put In a letter of appointment to
MM Some as special agent, with a salary
therein net out; tfiey also put In evidence a
letter Informing Mr. Blodgett that he had been huhpendedfrom office. That letter states previously
that It was on that Indictment for perjury, not lettingoat the lndlofment, so as to leave us to Infer that
Mr. Foster Blodgett had in some controversy between
neighbor and neighbor, or between citizen and citizen,committed wilful and corrupt perjury, and that
tt was so heinous a case that the Postmaster General
felt obliged Instantly to suspend hltn. ft was a case,
he said, where the great law of necessity compelled
him to suspend him at, once. In order to meet that
we orfk for the Indictment, and we get at last a copy
of It from ihe Treasury Department. Mr. Homer
Blodgett being notlfled of his snspenslon on the 3d of
January, semis this answer to the Postmaster General
on the mth. seven days after, not teu dayn, a* the
counsel stated.

Mr. Kv arts.It la entirely Immaterial.
Mr. Brrum.1 do not consider it material, only as

a matter of correction. A week after he sent and
put on flle in the department his Justification,
saying that tbls was all a n-liel plot and treason
against the United States. Having put that on llle,
it Is a part of the case. Now, I have not said to the
Senate that this t>aper was one on whleh Mr. Randall
acted In suspending Mr. Blodgett, but I db say, that
It Is a part of the nroeeedlngs of tihe ease; thai It Is
a paper on whleh Mr. Randall Is acting in not returningthe suspension through the President to tiio
Senate. It may be said Mr. R.indall hud no business
to retarn It to the Senate. Ho had a*
much business to return It to the Senate as he
had to suspend him. We are answered that
the counsel for the President onlv uur in the
otllclal act of the department. I hud the honor to
explain to the Senate some days ago that I understoodan official act. to be that which It Is made a
man's dnty by law to do. I never understood there
wss any other official act. I always understood the
acts whleh the law does not empower a man t<» do
are officious acts.not official.and I think this the
most officious act I have ever known. The case a(Diets
the President, because he was Informed of this suspensionafter It was made, and he has taken no actionupon It; and when we put Mr. IJIodgctt on tho
stand to testify that, he has been suspended
and that he could not get his case before
the Senate, the answer Is.what? They put
In the fact that he was Indicted In order to
blacken his reputation and send It out to the
country. Now, gentlemen of the Senate, I never
saw Foster Blodgett until he was brought to the
stand, and I have no Interest in him any more than
In any other gentleman of position In the South; but
I put it to you, If you had been treated In that way,
called here aa witness under a summons of the
tfonafn of tha rnitaH UtntM hv thn Uiniiirnr* nf tti*

House of Representatives, ami If then the President,
after refnulnit too toy hearing before the constitutionaland legal tribunal, had pat In a fact to blackcn
your c haracter, would you not like to have the privilegeof putting In at least an answer» It (apart of
the record In the case. It la aald to he a letter from
Mr. Hlodgett, True It ta, but It also contains certificate*and other papers to eatabllah the facts claimed
by him beyond controversy. It Is said, with a slur, by
the counsel for the President, that they hare a witnessto prove that Mr. Hlodgett was in the rebe
army. I do not doubt It.plenty of'them. But
whether he was or not, what I say is this, that while
he was only captain of a military company, and was
called Into the service and bound to obey the powers
that be, he Is Indicted because he yielded to the
powers of the State of Georgia, which compelled him
to hold the commission, and he had either got to go
into the service or tone his life. He may well swear,
though he went as a military captain Into the service
of the Confederacy, that he did not voluntarily go.
He has a light toftave his defence placet before the
wintry where he has keen traduced. He is Baa
so w«m kaowB a.g Ut aieghtocg tfchf they Mtoet
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ilin to make constitutional law for them.a man
imong his neighbors so well known that wheo the
Mate of Georgia comes in here and demands a place
in this chamber 1 have no doubt Foster Hlodgett will
jome here and take his place by the side or the noblestof yon. Under these circumstances I felt It my
luty to pat this testimony before you, and If the obectionfa merely as to Its relevancy I pat it u a matterof Justice to the witness, whom tne summons of
this body has brought here, and who la now being
mposed with the entire executive power of the
united States, and who has been, confessedly without
aw and against right, removed from this otnce, and
Mini so removed can no hpurtnor before
:hls tribunal or any other, because the Prvatlentcontrols the District Attorney, and he
annot get a trial down there, nor can he
jet a trial here. It appeals to Justice. I do not proproseto go Into any discussion about trying the case
it Foster Blodgett; 1 only propose to put lu all the
papers that are on flle In the Post Office Department
about this case to bear on my side of the case. The
counsel for the President put In su^h part of the
papers as they choose to bear on their side, and I proposeto put in Buch papers as hear on my side of the
?ase; out of the same bundle they shall not pick out
inch as please them without my being permitted to
pick out from the same bundle such as pleases us.

Mr. Bvaktw.We put In nothing from the
irandle. We nut in merely the action of the
Department. We have as little care for FosterBlodgett as you have. You brought him here,
And if his case is to be tried by this court we are
ready to try It.
Mr. Hitlbk asked leave to withdraw the offer of

pvldence, and to substitute for it the following:.
"The defendant's counsel having produced frouj flies
of the Post Office Department part of the record,
showing the alleged reason for the suspension of
Foster Blodgett as postmaster of Augusta, Ga.,
we now propo-e to give In evidence the residue of
said record, including the papers on flle in the said
L-a*e, for the purpose of showing the whole of the
case, as the same was presented to the Postmaster
iseneral before and at the time of the suspension of
Kald niodgett.
Mr. Evakts renewed his objection to the offer on

acconnt of Irrelevancy.
The Ciiibf JrsTicE put the question to the Senate

whether the evidence should be received, and declaredwithout a division that the testimony was
excluded.
Mr. Bctlek.Mr. Randall, i have been Informed

that you desire to make some statement. If it does
not Include anything that the lYesident said or that
anybody else said I nave no objection.
Witness.I wish to explain the circumstances

uuurr ttiuvu » uiouv hub nurjirimiuu. a w »»d

indictment was brought to me t>y the District Attorneyat or about the same time, noon after It was found.
He came to me and made a statement of the circumstancesunder which It was found. Under the Office
Tenure law, as I understood It. the President could
haveno power to suspend any officer during the session
of the Senate. The only thing he could do would be
to send up the name of some man In his place and to
remove Mr. Blodgett. It occurred to me that this
violation of the law by Mr. Blodgett mlurht bo merely
a technical one: and lr it was merely a technical violationof law.ir It was true that he was forced Into
the rebel service and got out of It as soon as he could,
and this violation of the law was merely a technical
one, 1 did not want him turned out, and for that
reason I took the responsibility of doing this thing
and putting a temporary agent lu until I should ascertainmore fully what action to take.
Mr. BrTLBR.why did you not report to the Presidentfor his action * A. I told the President what I

had done afterwards.
Q. Why didn't you report It before you undertook

the responsibility r A. Became the only thing he
could do, if he did take action, was to send in another
name and turn this man out.

Q. And yon thought yon would break the law as
yon could do nothing better? A. I did not consider
that case at all. I thought If he was an honest man
i would take this course and try to ascertain. I
know it Is a technical violation or the law, but I did
it for the purpose of having an act of justice doue
him If he was an honest man.

o. Was the Senate in session on the 3d day of
January? A. I can't tell yon whether It wan or not.

Q. Hadn't It been adjourned over? A. It might
have been; I don't remember.

q. Then the reason that the Senate was In session
didn't apply* A. I considered that the Senate wan
In session. I don't recollect whether It was in sessionon that day.

Q. Yon deemed it to l>e inf-esslon? A. Yes sir; one
explanation 1 had forgotten; the reason why somethingfurther has not been done In the cane wan, I
wan trying to gel Home further information on the
subject, and then thin trouble began; and no the case
ha» laid ever el nee.

Q. By 'trouble" you nieaa Impeachment? (Laughter.)A. Yes. air.
Senator Connkss submitted ihe following qne-tion

to the witness In writing:."Have you ever taken
any step since your act. suspendlugtoster Blodgett in
further investigation of hlBciise?" A. Yes sir, in tryingto Hecure further information; there is conslderahiefurther information beyond that which baa tmen
offered and put in.
The witness then left the stand.
Mr. Hrn.KK.1 now otter, Mr. President, an official

copy «fthe order creating, the Military Division of
the Atlantic and pnittng General Sherman in charge.
Mr. Kvauth.What does that rebut? We are not

aware of any evidence that that rebuts.
Mr. Bmmt-lto you object?
Mr. Evaktk.We do. It is not relevant. I do not.

recall any evidence that we have given concerning
the department.Mr. bcttlbr.It Is put In to show the action of the
President at the name time that lie restored Mr.
Thomas. On the same day that he restored General
Thomas he took this action, and that date wax not
0xed until after General Thomas was on the stand.
It is to show what was done militarily on the same
day.
Mr. Evahts.We do not still see any connection

with General Thomas' tostlmony. The only connectionthe honorable Manager suggests is that he
burned from General Thomas when he was restored.
If he dirt learn that It does not connect Itself at all
with any evidence that we have produced. If It is
put In on the ground that It was overlooked that's
another matter. If It Is put in In rebuttal It has not
relevancy that we can sc*.

Mr. Bitter.When I speak of learning a thing in
the trial of a cause I mean learning It fii the course
of Judicial evidence on the trial.not ascertaining
from the newspapers; they are not always
the best source of knowledge. I say that
General Thomas testified that on the 13th the
President gave the order that he should be restored.
Now, then, that was flxert.a thing that was not,
known either In the court or lu the country, because
that was an order given on the MUi to General tirant,
which wiih not pnbllshed. I want to iihow that on
the <lay before this new military division was made
liero and (Antral Sherman ordered hen? In command
what were the acts of the !*re*ident at or atiout the
same time. As the presiding offlcer haw very well
told iu heretofore, t he competency of the acta of a
party about the same time being a part, of the
rraythr, and the Senate hasjso allowed testimony to
coine in, It Is a part of the thine done by the President
on the very <lav.the 12th of February being the
very day lierore Thomas was restored. 1 don't mean
to say a wont on the question of rebutting. I don't
understand that that question belong* here.
The Cuiei' Jihtic* suid he would put tlie question

to the Senate.
Senator Anthony called for the yoa* and nays.
Senator Hctkalkw asked for i tie reading' of the

3ueatlon put to (leneral Sherman on thla subject a few
ays since.
Mr. Bi ti.rb.Being a matter that we can refer to

In the argument, we withdraw It. 1 have now, Mr.
President and Senator*, i list prepared an carefully
as we were able In Uw time given na, from tlio law,
»f the various officers In the United States who
would tie affisc»ed by the President'* claim he.e of a
right to remove at pleasure; that to to say, if he can
remove at pleasure and appoint ad interim. This
Is a list of officers, taken from the law, with
their xalnrlen, being a correlative list to that one pnt
In by the counsel, showing the number of officers
and Hie amount of salaries which would be affected
by the power of the lYwldent. In order to bring It
before uie Senate 1 will read the recapitulation
only:-In the Navy, War, Htatc, Interior, Cost Office,
Attorney General's, Treasury, Agricultural and EducationalDepartments, 41,66* officers; the amonnt of
their emoluments, >.u,ioh.7.m» 87 a year. I suppose
mat the name course will tie taken with this as with
the like schedule printed as a part of this caae.
The COM* JtHTiuN (to the couusel).Any objection?
Mr. I CAurs (after examination).We have no objet;t ion.
Mr. m-ri.HR. I have the honor to offer now. from

the (ties of the Senaie, the menage of Andrew Johnsonnominating Lieutenant (ieneral W. T. Sherman
. *.«. n.itierul ht lit I'Vi't In urmv rtf thn

Slut)* on the 19U) of February, 1M8.
Mr. R\ arts.Ttidnr what article 1* that*
Mr. HriLKK.That In under the eleventh and the

tenth.
Mr. EVARTf.The tenth la the speeches.
Mr. Hi'Ti.ER.1 should lime said the ninth.

W Mr. Kvam*.Do /ou offer thla In evidence on the
jrr'>und that conferring the brevet on General Shermanwai Intended to abgtruut the KecoustrucUou
act*?

Mr. UrTT.KH.! have already la the argument
toted my view* on the question, and wiw replied to,

I think, by yournelf; 1 was, I am certain, by Mr.
Cnrtin.

Mr. Kvartr.It doe* not M«em to ua to bo relevant;
it certainly In not rebutting. We Imve offered no
evidence tearing upon tno only evidence you
offered.'he tciegrams between Governor Parnonn
and the President. We have offered no evidence on
that subject, and we do not <*ee that tlila appointment
In relevant.
Mr. Hi ti.br.I offer also trie appointment by brevet

of Major Ueneral Ueorge II. Thoman, Ornt to Ite lieutenantgeneral by brevet and then to be general by
brevet, and that waa done on the same day that
Stanton waa removed, the 31st of February.
Mr. Evarta.It In apparent thut thin doen not rebut

any evidence that we have offered. It la, then,
offered an evidence In chief. The conferring of brevet*upon theac two officer* la somewhere within the
evil tntentn that are alleged In the* article*. On that
qne*tlon there I* nothing In this evidence that controvertaany such evil intent.
Mr. Butlbr.i wtah only to aay upon thia that

we do not understand that thla cause t* to be
tried on the question of whether evidence la rebutting
or original, we understand that to-day the Donee of
Repreeentatlvea can bring In new article* U they
chooae, but we have a light to put In new evidence
anywhere In the cam.
Mr. evahtb.When does our right to give la en-

dene* end f >
Mr. Bm.f*.When you get through with competentevidence.
Mr. kvartb-i supposed there waa ft dlflftrent rate

for ua.
Mr. Bruta-Ho, air; whe* jou get through with

competent evidence, la many ofthe Rtote»-J Imow
is the state of Mew BMvfire-MM mie ofrchtfttaa
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evidence doea not obtain in their ourta at all. Back ftpartycaila Hucti evidence a* he choooea up to the al
hoar when 1m nya lie hut* got through. and uo Injusticela done to anybody.
Tbe Chiv Justice pat the question to the Senate, tl

and the evidence iraa rejected by the following at
role:. ii
T«AB.taatort Anthony, Col«, PrtMnden. Fowler.
OrJniB*, Morton, Rom, Sumner, Ti|(ton, Tram:ball, Tu Winkle, wllle* sad Yatet.It u
Nats.Senator* Buekalew, Cameron, fallen, Chandler, II

CoDkllnt Cooatu, CorbeM, Cra«tn, Da*U, Dlion. Doolmle, ,
Drake, Edmund*, Kerry, FrellnghiiTun, Harlan. Hen.incite, 11

Howard, Howe, Joboioo, MoCreerv, Morgan, Morrill of Me., c'
Morrill of VI., PlOtenoo of N. H., Pallet-ton .t Vuui., I'mw u

ror, tUmiej, Sherman, Sfragu*, Stewart, Thaydf, Vkkera,
Wllllama anil Wlleon-86. t!
Mr. Bctlxr.I hare the honor to say that the case t<

on the part of the Managers Is closed, and all wit- b
nesses here subpoenaed at the instance of the
Managers may be discharged.
Mr. Evakts.We are able to make the same an- f

nouncement lu regard to witnesses attending on <
the part of the defence bjr subpoena, and thin an- '

nouncement on both side* we assume to close neces- «

aarlly any attempt, to prooced witli evidence.'
The Ciukk Ji'stick.The honorable Managers will <

please to proceed with their argument.
Mr. Boitwell.I have had the honor to be chosen

by the Managers to make the first argument on the 1

part of the (louse of Representatives, aud it is very '

likely that I shall be obliged to occupy the larger part
of the day in prescntlngfo the honorable .Senate the
views that. 1 shall deem It my duty to otfer. Under
these circumstauccs 1 shall have to ask the Senate to
do me the favor of adjourning the court until to- «

morrow morning. c

Senator Johnson.Mr. Chief Justice, I move that .

the Senate, sitting as court, adjourn until to-morrow. rMr. Evakts.May i l>e heard f ii
TheCutKK ji'STita.on the motion to adjourn there n

is no debate allowed. «'

Senator Johnson withdrew the motion to adjourn. u
Mr. Evakts.1 do not rlsi; for tlie purpose of

making the least objection to tie request of the
honorable Munager, but to make a stat nient to
which I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate. fl
Our learned associate, Mr. Stanl>ery, has, Irom ri
the outset, been ri lled upon by Hie President
and by the associate counsel" to make the
llnal argument in this cause, and there, are 0

many reasons, uiuii'sniiMiiu iuiu uiucr, >>y
which we all wish that tills purpose should be

tarriedout. It hat) been his misfortune lu the midst
of this trial to be taken suddenly 111. Ills illness lit of
no great gravity, and In yielding to the remedies and
the progress of time, and ho Is convalescent, so that
he now occupies SB parlor. The summing up of«
cause of this weight la mauy respects, considering
the amount of teatiufony and the subject, is of course
a labor of no ordinary magnitude, physically and
otherwise, and Mr. Staubery Is of opinion that he
will need an Interval of two days, which, added to
what he has had in the course of the trial,
would probably bring him In condition for the
argument with adequate strength for that purpose.This might have been left until the
day on which he should appear aud then a request
made for a day or two's relief In this regard; but It
occurred to us the much fairer to the Managers that
the Interval we propose should l>e interposed at a
time when It would be useful and valuable to thera
also. As the proofs are not entirely printed lu the
proper form of cvldenre, and the voluminous evidenceon the subject of appointments and on the
practice of the government is such as to require considerableInvestigation in order to point out to the
Senate the efficacy ofwhat is to be proved, It is thereforeour duly now to suggest, aud to accompany
it with the suggestion of the Managers, that
until to-morrow should lie given for the introduction
of the argument on their part, that yon would considerthis statement that I have mode to you and see
whether it Is not better lu all respects that the mattershould be now disposed of. In which the Man- {
agers coucur ami consider tlie providential Interior- *

with tti*> Pmaldpnt'ti itnil liiw r»fint1<lnriti»l
friend and adviser. '1 lie suggestion in that an intervalof two days should l>o given. ami, as I understand,the Managers believe that, it is better it should
occur now than later.
Mr. Boutwell aaid lie would express no opinion

upon t he request made by the learned counsel, but
ho desired Unit w hatever tim<3 was given should he
Wanted at once, as lie wished to make further and
more careful examination of papers than he had
yet been able to do. Under the circumstances, however,he did nut feel at liberty to ask the favor on his
own account.
Mr. Evakts made the additional remark that if in

Mr. SUuiberv's expectation to be able to speak he
should be disappointed, it was a. matter of some importanceto tue de/cuce to be ub!c properly to supply
his place.
Senator Jounaon moved that when the Senate, sittingas a court, adjourn, it be until Thursday morningnext.
Several Senators.Wednesday.
Senator Johnson.I modify the motion, Mr. Chief

Justice, by making It Wednesday.
Senator Ooolittih suggested at twelve o'clock.
Several Brnatoks."No, no."
Mr. LooAN.1 wish to make a request. Is this the

proper time to do Itt
The Chirk Jcstick.Y«*b.
Mr. Looan.I fle«ire to make a request of the Senate

before it adjourns. Doubtless the adjournment will
proceed on the statement of the Managers and the
counsel. It is this:.( had not presumption enough
to ask leave of the Senate to speak on the Issue presentedto the Senate, but. 1 ask that 1 may Is- permittedto Die to-day a printed argument that I have
made as part of the record without taking up the
tim<» nfttw- Ki-nativ inasmuch km the i viitcnre is all in. I
Senator Stkwaht. i move that leavo Ik» granted.
The CfiiKi'* JI'stick.Ah that wonl<l Invoie a rlmutre

of the rale, It cannot be done, if flicre in uny objection.
Senator BrciiLirw.I oMect.
Senator Johnson.Muy I a»-k the honorable Managerif the speech Is now In prim y
Mr. Logan.It to.
Senator Wilson called for the reading of the rule

In question, the twenty-first, an.I It wax read.
Mr. liOUAN added that his reason for making the

request to file it to-day vra* s<» that, the counsel for
the respondent, if they thought It worthy of it, might
reply to It.
The mntr Justice again said that nnder the rule

it could nut t>e considered except by unanimous con-
sent.
Senator SmNrR.There Is no objection.
Senator Doolitti.k. 1 object.
Mr. Bi.ti.eh.Before the adjournment of the senate

1 tag to call the attention of the counsel for the respondentto one feature. It so happens that the
Managers, nnder the construction given to the rule,
are to proceed (list. A large mass of testimony has
been Introduced upon the subject of removals and
appointments. I am not Infoi med whether there are
any special cases on which the counsel for the respondentrely. I think It may l« proper for
me to ask them whether there are cases
on which Uiey purpose to rely, as furnishing
precedence for the course pursued by the President
on the Ulst of February?
Senator Anthony.I will make a motion, to He

over until to-morrow, that the twenty-tlrst rule be so
modified as to allow the honorable Manager to presenthis views m writing.
Senator Stewart offered the following:.
Order*!, Thai tbe honorable Manager, Mr. Logan, barn

leave to (lie hi* written aiY'iment to-day, and fumlah a copy tu
each of the counsel for the President.
Senator Bhirman offered the following as an

amendment:.
Orrsred, That the Mtnacern on the part of the Hnn«e of

Representatives and tbe counsel for ruspoudeut bare leave to
file written or printed arguments before the oral Argument
commences.

Senator Bvckalkw again objected, and the order
went over.
Senator Johnson's motion, that when the court

moot again tt be on Wednesday next, was agreed to.
The court then on motlou adjourned at two o'clock

P. M.
The Senate went into executive gtnsJon for a short

time and then adjourned.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Washikoton, April 20, 1M*.

The House met at eleven o'clock A. M.
arpolntmrnts in the tkkasi.ht.

Mr. Hardino, (rep.) of 111., offered the following
resolution, which was adopted:.

That u>e Secretary of lbs Treasury la hereby
I.InirtriTV rnmnmntreti to' the Hon* tba unmet of *n
peraone wbo hare applied for appoint rnenta In bla depart
men!, lb* 'ifllrea kpplmt for, lb" name of any member of
iVni'iii recommending the famr In any way and in what
caee in* appointment bad bean directed i.y the order of the
I'rralUcut or by lili aecritary alnoa tbe 1 lb of February, ifea.

tub IJIPKACHMKNT BXPKNMBft.

Mr. WA«nnrn*«. irep.) of 111., gave notice thnt on
Hie return of the Houee from the rtcuate lie would
t«k to have taken up and paaeed the Senate till)
ntaklhg appropriation* for »heexpeneen of the trial of
impeachment of Andrew Johnaou, and ui uthcr contingentexpeueea of the rteuate.

thb PRtffTtHO or Til* OrBNtNfl *Pr*CTtr«.
The Spbakbr al*o nave notice that as thu length

of the action of the *>oate to-day wiw uncertain,
huNinewK i)f another character tnlalit »k> exp<-cte,| in
the Home at the retnrti of tnemlx**, Ma. probably,
there would be a report of the Committor on Printingin reference to the number of coplea of the proceeding*of the trial to lie printed. Including all the
evidence and all the apeeutiea. The G'omrrewlonal

Printer dculrert, while Ihe type waa standing, to
now what waa Ui<j wleli of the Houae on tUc subject.
mi nrriNTtoji or tub rabini at mbw i.o*nn*.
Mr. Stabbweatmbb. (rep.) of Conu., aaktd leave

to otffcr the following resolution:.
Whereaa the Recretary of tbe Wary, on the appKcatlen of

certain perenna not officially connected Wfih the admlnl«trattooof tba Nary lienartroent, recently caneed tba Hahlna, a
<maee| belonglag to tae United RtalM Kaef, to ba detained for
eeveral day* In tbe barbor of New Lontoa, after the react
had be*a ordered out of ontnnlaalon and away from the harborof New I/oodon. at an etpenae of more than Hn,OuO and
to the prejudice of the nubile eerrlea:

Raaolred, That the Ae.retary of the Nary he directed to
eonununtcato to the Houm the number of day* that Mid TeeMiwaa detained and the reaaon of Mid detention; Mm anmberof eaen connected with (aid reeaet, aad the delay and the

a»«M of Mid reSaTand a-T while thua
detained. AM M communicate tba entire oorre

pondeaeathai Meed between the Hmrr Departmnatand the Hon. fradarle L. Allen ud the Hon. Jamee
Diioa aad tba DoMooratta Town Committee of Naw London

a"y fm9om °! * »*>"> reference ta thle aubject,together with loopy of £» deecrlptlre liat of Mid reaeet now
to the poaaeaatnn of the Rary Department and coplM of aUth* nr^*Jm **" eohjact; alan noptea ef all ordere aad tele
«ra»ami aad >*Ml»ed la reference to the eaaa s aleo copiw«""*** * tatefra«e relatta* to that .uhjectHbfrM byW feraoa or pereoae aefctngfor tbe detention
of MM eeaaal for parttaaa or political purpoeM or other raaaona;ajwtoaouaateaHto thie Hotae what racreaaataUone,rarWl or etoiwHa, were made oa Uiat tuhjecl
Mr. XolaOS, (d«m.) of lad., objected,nr. WAnnwu, Of til., aBCgeatad to Mr. StarkiMBMlaleCl®ft« n«uw retuite^

<
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'>m the gt»ii»u> chamber he would more a sQspenouof the rules NUtu offer the resolution. i
DRPARTt kb kob thb senatb chamber.

_The flouae then reaolved Itself Into ComintttM of
le Whole, Mr. Washburne, of Illinois, chairmanj
n<1 proceeded to the Senate chamber to attend thai
npeachmeui trial. 4

beti hn kkom tbb sbnatb chamber.
The members returned to the House at Ofteeqjilnutes past one o'clock, when Mr. Washbiiriie. of
L, made the usual report that they had attended ad
ie bar of the United stares Senate, and that thqourt had adjourned until Wednesday at eleverf
'clock.
The Speaker said that the e»ect of the action o®tie Senate was that the House will transact bualuesM
j-morrow at twelve o'clock, that being the hour of
usint'Hs when not otherwise ordered.

british claims. 1
on motion or Mr. scoi'isi.u, (r»p.) of Pa., it wa*

Committee on Foreign Attain be
nstructed to inouire into the propriety of providingw in w fhaf nn nr n.,»ui. #k..

:eeds of captured and abandoned property shall be
iliowed by the Court of Claims, or by any executive
lepartineut, uutll the claims of citizens or the Cnlte«t
stated for spoliations committed by rebel cruiser*
Itied out by UrlUsh citizens or la British ports shall
>e adjusted and provision made for their payment,ind that the committee report by bill or otherwise.

REOPLATIONS AOAINST RAILROAD ACC1OKNTH.
Mr. MoOrhkau, (rep.) of I'a., Introduced the folowing,which was agreed to:.
Whereai the great loss of life and in Jury to pernnns br re.

ent railroad accident*, and the destruction of car* bytire,
ill loudly for a remedy; therefore be It
I'.esolved. That the Committee ou Commerce b« instructed

a Inquire Into the power and authority of Congress to makfl
t'gulallous in relatloo thereto, and If the power eitsts, then
ito the propriety of the government appointing Inspectors of
ie rails *nd other matter* used lo the railroad, and as to
ubati luting irou for wood In the construction of all cart lor
ie carrying of passengers and the malls.

NAVHIATION OK Till TENNESSEE.
Mr. Maynard, (rep.) of Teon., presented the Joint
^solutions Of the Legislature of Tennessee in relattou
3 the navigation of the Tennessee river, which weio
Bferred to the Committee on Commerce.

TUB NAVY.
Mr. Washburne, of ill., Introduced a bill to amend
ertain acts concerning fleet officers of the navy,
irhlch was referred to the Committee on Naval
tuairs.

KXECl TIVE COMMUNICATIONS. I
The Speaker laid before the House several execnivecommunlcatloiiH, including one from the Secrearyof tlie Interior, enclosing a request from tha

toiumlssloner of Patents relative to the necessity of
tn increased force of clerks and provision for their
iccommodatton. Also a communication from tha
Secretary of the Treasury, covering one from tha
Commissioner of liuliau Affairs, in regard to the ne

essityof an early appropriation for the purpose of
subsisting friendly lndinns.

THE CENTAL SYSTEM.
Mr. 1'ii.e, (rep.) of Mo., presented the resolution*

adopted by the St. Louis Merchants' Exchange concerningthe cental system, which was referred to the
Committee on Coinage, Weights and Measures.

TUE EXI'KNSES OK TIIE IMi'EACUMENT Till AU
The Mouse by uuanlmons consent referred back to

the CommlHee on 1'rlntlng the resolutions to print;
forty thousand copies of Manager butler's opening
argument un the Impeachment of the President.
Mr. Wabdbukne, of 111., from the Committer

jn Appropriations, reported back tlm Senate hill
milking an appropriation of $10,000 for defraying th«
expenses of Impeach uient, $40,000 for miscellaneous
expenses of the Senate, and $17,two for extra Capitol
|)ollce, fir. Mr. WHkbartW sold the committee hmf
<tricken out the other Items of the bill, and proposed
o add $1S,000 for the pay of laborers, who nau had
no money since last December.
Mr. Ei.dkiimjk, (dem.) of Wis., In noticing the Item

>f $40,000, wanted to know whether that was a c:it>
n the meal tub?
Mr. Washburn* replied that there wan no "cat In

he metil," and said he did not think the gentleman
'rora Wisconsin could suppose that the Committee
in Appropriation* would improperly foist anything
m the House.
.Mr. Elokiikik did not believe the gentleman
vould;but when unanimous consent was given for
i« tlug on this bill ho did not want to bo found In thlx
llletnmn. ^
Mr. Wasiibpknk said the $40,000 appropriation in

ludeda great number of expenses, lor which tha
vouchers were tiled In the Senate, lie had not tlm*]*
o critically examine tltem, but was assured by th»>
Chairman of Appropriations of the senate that hw
>vent over them one by one, and found the amount;
lotually correct. Therefore lie thought It to be hi*
luty to consent to the items. I
Mr. Spaldino, (rep.) or Ohio, Inquired If they were

ill for legitimate purposes or connected with the
impeachment trial r
Mr. Wasiibi knk.Vot all for Impeachment, but;

Mr. firAmimi moved to strlke.out the $40,000 Item,
lie did not tlilnk they should appropriate this withoutknowing uiorc about It. It aiJ not come In ax
in ordinary deficiency, but In a bill to provide for
paying the expenses of the liupeachiuent trial. They
houla nee how thin large item is made up.
Mr. £i.i>km>uk asked whether It had already been

ascertained that $10,000 Is an adequate sum to pay
the expense* of the Impeachment trial, or Is thin
merely to strike i he public mind an all the expense
of It, merely Tor the sake of sugar coal lug the pUlf
The Si-kakkk said the Inquiry was uot germane as

yet.
Mr. WA8nui*RNK said the amount covered contingentItems necessary to the Scnu.e. He would not

urge anything not necesaarv and proper. If Ills colleagueon the committee (Mr. Spalding) possessed alt
the information he (Mr. Washburn?) had from the
chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriationshe would have been satisfied, and would not
have moved to strike out this appropriation.
Mr. SrALDiNd, in reply to his most excellent colleagueon the committee, said ho was most commonlygoverned by his opinions. This morning

when the bill came before the committee he agreed
that the gentleman should examine the Items makingup the sum of i4o,uoo. lie agreed that it should
not come in under the head of contingencies, bub
that he would give It a substantial place, in order to
let the people see what they were paying the money
for. If the gentleman was satisfied no would wlthtlrawthe motion to strike out the appropriation.
Mr. Washiu'knk replied that he had no special interestIn this matter, lie was as much Indisposed as

(he gentleman from Ohio was to have general and
miscellaneous items in this bill. The Senate round
that, thm anmuni was necessary for their nurooscs.
and it was but courteous to vote It.

Mr. Daw em, (rep.) of Mas*., inquired whether ttio
gentleman wan clear that this item was for miscellaneousand not for contingent expenses ?
Mr. Wahhbi'knk.Does ruy friend think there in

any difference between them t
Mr. Dawiw said he should vote for the Item* If

if they were for contingent expenses; but if for miscellaneousexpenses he desired they should be tally
Informed on the subject.
Mr. Wauubvknjc would like to have hia mend'*

vote.
Mr. Dawim said he should not give it, because the

gentleman from Ohio and his "excellent friend"
from Illinois said it was not for contingent expenses,
but for miscellaneous expenses.
Mr. Wasubchne remarked that perhaps his friend

could judge what they were when he mentioned that
one item.a large item.was to nay the funeral expensesof a late Senator from Vermont, Mr. Poole.
Mr. Dawkh.That is miscellaneous.
Mr. Hpaliiin'i.I want the House to understand

that the Committee on Appropriations did not know
of what thtsaum was made up. 1 now withdraw my
motlog to strike It out.
Mr. Ei.ohidoe.We on this aide cannot deckio

whetheT this item of $10,000 Is to pay nil the expensed
of the impeachment, or la a mere bagatelle to be
followed by ten tune* aa much more.
Mr. Washbuknb.U necessary I would vote

$100,000.
Mr. Ki.rmmoi.No doubt It would be uaed for

that purpose.
Mr. Washburn*.I don't think It could be <ue<l

for a better purpose not illegitimate.
Mr. Ei.drimb.Does the gentleman any that ho

would give tlo,ooo to obtain success, and that if if. wan
necessary to add ten limes that aum he would vote
It i And does he propose to affect the action of the
Seuate In that way?
Mr. Wasubcrnk.Of course the gentleman from

Wisconsin does not. understand tne us saving any
such thing. The Senate, which Is ch.trged with tryingthe impeachment, wants tlo.ooo. I do not know
whether this amount is sufficient or not. Titer as<
for It. I Htn for iitmroiinating the money, and if a
further Amount In necessary I will vote for that also.
Mr. Kluridiix.Did not tne (rent.ernan say tlwt If

he could make the Impeachment trial a success lie
would vote $100,two.
Mr. WAfiiBCBNit.I said ten time* that amount. I

will s»y one hundred millions If thegcutlcmun woul<l
be belter satlsged with that.

Mr. Ki.omidok.I did not suppose the geatk»mau
could lie mo cjudld on this subject. I did not suppose
that lio.non would be taken an the necessary num. It
Is a mere bagatelle for the i>nr|>oM of making tho
public believe thnt thin In all the money necessary to
pay (lie expenses of the trial; and ihe gentleman
funii Illinois admitted tliln when lie said that he
would vole not only $10,000, but $100,000, and then
added with the approbation of hla associate* that he
would agree to vote $100,000,000. The sentiment M
nnworthy of the gentleman from Illinois And unworthyof the House, when the trlnl Is pending, tn.tt
they wonld appropriate this lArge turn of money for
the purpose of making Impeachment a succes*. t
would not (rl\e one iloilar. Ja«t the trial so on accordingto the rules of justice, unaffected by rnoaey.
If the $10,000 Is appropriated to create the belief that
this is all the money necessary to meet the queaUnn,
let the country know what the expenses of the trial
really are.
Mr. vvashbvknx.The gentleman did not mlsnnder.

stand mv purpose before the House and cannot put
his remarks on the country m coming from me. He
may undertake to lecture the Honae and myself as to
our duty, but I will not permit him to misrepresent
me. \That I said was if impeachment should he a
success a would be worth a hundred niliions of dollarsto the couutry; and 1 believe so In what it would
save to the country from the amount plundered from
tlie treasury by office holders, friends of the gentie.
man trom Wisconsin and hla party. M ww«w be

worth countless millions of dollars In the lives <"

loyal men of the South who would be savea oy
thrusting a usurper and tyrant from the wnite

House. That la what I said.
House will not misunderstand, but w,th

Terdict which I trust the senate will render.
TheW&uwr .arton*

Mr )of Tenn., ssked leave to ofl*r
a resolntlon cabling ">n the secretary of the TreasurytrSSSnMimi M» the removal of clerks and other%e llrst of January IMS, but Mr.
Van ^wrr*i» statw alteram m.
Mr. Looai*, «rep.) of Ilk, offered a resolution, wtlch

WBJirvsa « pomnu

*


